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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]In RAN2#106, the following email discussion was agreed:
[108#66][LTE NR Mob] Open issues for LTE and NR mobility (Intel)
Collect remaining open issues (for the whole WID) and disucss if some can be resolved over email. Can have two phases to first, one to resolve existing issues where possible and second to collect other issues to resolve in the next meeting. Resolve dissues should be input to running CR discussion(s)
	Intended outcome:  Email discussion report + input to running CRs on agreeable issues
	Deadline: 2020-01-30 

After a first phase, a set of proposal were made for issues that did not seem controversial. These proposals seem agreeable (except for minor updates we discuss in this paper in details).
Then, in a second phase, in an attempt to reach further progress, rapporteur added further questions based on previous inputs for the more controversial issues. In this paper, we also provide further input on these issues.
2	Discussion
2.1	Multiple events for CHO trigger condition
In RAN2#108, the following has been agreed:
1	For A3 event, A3 event offset, hysteresis and time to trigger should be allowed to configure differently for the 2 measID for the same event, same RS type and same measurement object.
2	For A5 event, A5 threshold 1 and A5 threshold 2, hysteresis and time to trigger should be allowed to configure differently for the 2 measID for the same event, same RS type and same measurement object.
3	All event combinations (i.e. A3+A5, A3+A3 and A5+A5) are supported.
FFS on Stage-3 details: whether there are issues with configuration of different events (e.g. A3+A5);
In the email discussion, most companies have agreed that when multiple measId(s) are configured in cho-ExecutionCond, the events should be handled together. And, the following TP has been proposed: 
***************************************************************************************************************************
The UE shall:
1>	for each CHO-ConfigId within the VarCHO-Config:
2>	consider the cell which has a physical cell identity matching the value indicated in the ServingCellConfigCommon in the received cho-RRCReconfig to be applicable cell;
2>	if one event is associated with the entry condition(s) applicable for all events associated with the CHO-ConfigId, and the entry condition applicable for the event, i.e. the event(s) corresponding with the cho-eventId(s) of the corresponding cho-TriggerConfig within VarCHO-Config, areis fulfilled for the applicable cells for all measurements after layer 3 filtering taken during the coorsponding timeToTrigger defined for this event within the VarCHO-Config: or
2>	if two events are associated with the CHO-ConfigId, and the entry conditions applicable for all events associated with the CHO-ConfigId, i.e. the events corresponding with the cho-eventIds of the corresponding cho-TriggerConfig within VarCHO-Config, are fulfilled for the applicable cells for all measurements after layer 3 filtering taken during the coorsponding timeToTrigger defined for this event within the VarCHO-Config, and if second TTT expires while the first triggered event (TTT expires first) still satisfy entry condition:
3> consider the applicable cell as a triggered cell;
3> initiate the conditional handover execution, as specified in 5.3.5.x.5
***************************************************************************************************************************

As commented in the email discussion, the following TP has at least one major issue: the condition “while the first triggered event (TTT expires first) still satisfy entry condition” is ambiguous. 
[bookmark: _Toc32335582]The sentence “while the first triggered event (TTT expires first) still satisfy entry condition” is ambiguous.

Let us illustrate that with an example. As Figure 1 shows, at t0+TTT one can say that some state of fulfilment is reached for event1, i.e., the entry condition is fulfilled for all measurements after L3 filtering during the first TTT. Then, at T0’+TTT one can also say that some state of fulfilment is reached for event2, i.e., the entry condition is fulfilled for all measurements after L3 filtering during the second TTT. 
However, from the current text it is not clear if event1 is considered to still satisfy entry condition at T0’+TTT. One could argue that event1 still satisfies based on the interpretation that it has been there once, and at least some measurements satisfy the entry condition at T0’+TTT. Another possible interpretation could be that the event1 stops satisfying the condition when measurements starts to drop below the entry condition level. 
The source of this ambiguity comes from the fact that there is currently no clear definition of a state of fulfilment for a given event (i.e. for a given measId). 
[bookmark: _Toc32335583]Proposed TP lacks a clear definition of a state of fulfilment for a given event (i.e. for a given measId.

[image: ]
Another issue, perhaps secondary compared to the ambiguity described above (which makes the TP unacceptable for us), is the fact that current TP is not future proof. In Rel-16, it has been agreed that up to 2 measID(s) can be configured for a given trigger condition, as follows:
***************************************************************************************************************************
[bookmark: _Hlk32236978]CHO-ConfigToAddModList information element
-- ASN1START
-- TAG-CHO-CONFIGTOADDMODLIST-START

CHO-ConfigToAddModList-r16 ::=                    SEQUENCE (SIZE (1.. maxNrofCHO-Cells)) OF CHO-ConfigToAddMod-r16

CHO-ConfigToAddMod-r16 ::=                  SEQUENCE {
    cho-ConfigId-r16                                     CHO-ConfigId-r16,
    cho-ExecutionCond-r16                                SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..2)) OF MeasId,
    cho-RRCReconfig-r16                                  OCTET STRING (CONTAINING RRCReconfiguration)  OPTIONAL,    -- Need S

    ...
}

-- TAG-CHO-CONFIGTOADDMODLIST-STOP
-- ASN1STOP

***************************************************************************************************************************
However, nothing prevents RAN2 to agree in later releases to support more than 2 MeasId(s). With current TP (or modelling) that would require an update in the text, as the text is written with an “OR” statement for single or for 2 events. 
[bookmark: _Toc32335584]Proposed TP is not future proof if more than 2 measId(s) are to be added in further releases.

Modelling the AND in RRC
The ambiguity in the proposed TP does not exist, for example, in the event triggered measurement reporting framework. For that, the fulfilment of an entry condition for all measurements during the TTT determines that the UE shall transmit measurement reports, as shown below:
***************************************************************************************************************************
[…]
2>	if the reportType is set to eventTriggered and if the entry condition applicable for this event, i.e. the event corresponding with the eventId of the corresponding reportConfig within VarMeasConfig, is fulfilled for one or more applicable cells for all measurements after layer 3 filtering taken during timeToTrigger defined for this event within the VarMeasConfig, while the VarMeasReportList does not include a measurement reporting entry for this measId (a first cell triggers the event):
[…]
3>	initiate the measurement reporting procedure, as specified in 5.5.5;
[…]
***************************************************************************************************************************

For event trigger reporting there is no such a definition of an event “still satisfying the entry condition”, but the closest to that concept is that the UE continues to transmit measurement reports after the fulfilment of an entry condition for all measurements during the TTT as long as the leaving condition is not fulfilled, as shown below:
***************************************************************************************************************************
2>	else if the reportType is set to eventTriggered and if the leaving condition applicable for this event is fulfilled for one or more of the cells included in the cellsTriggeredList defined within the VarMeasReportList for this measId for all measurements after layer 3 filtering taken during timeToTrigger defined within the VarMeasConfig for this event:
3>	remove the concerned cell(s) in the cellsTriggeredList defined within the VarMeasReportList for this measId;
3>	if reportOnLeave is set to true for the corresponding reporting configuration:
4>	initiate the measurement reporting procedure, as specified in 5.5.5;
3>	if the cellsTriggeredList defined within the VarMeasReportList for this measId is empty:
4>	remove the measurement reporting entry within the VarMeasReportList for this measId;
4>	stop the periodical reporting timer for this measId, if running;
***************************************************************************************************************************

In other words, the most reasonable interpretation to the term “while the first triggered event (TTT expires first) still satisfy entry condition” and to reach what companies want is that the entry condition for event 1 has been fulfilled for all measurements after layer 3 filtering taken during TTT1, while the leaving condition has not been fulfilled yet. 
[bookmark: _Toc32329335][bookmark: _Toc32504438]An event is considered to be fulfilled if all measurements after L3 filtering satisfy the entry condition during TTT1.
[bookmark: _Toc32329336][bookmark: _Toc32504439]If the leaving condition is fulfilled the entry condition of an event is considered to be non-fulfilled. 
[bookmark: _Toc32329337][bookmark: _Toc32504440]CHO is executed if all events are considered fulfilled.



When it comes to RRC, according to the latest update from the respondent companies in the email discussions, most companies want to rely on a leaving condition as a way to determine that an event is considered as non-fulfilled. Event though we did not express a strong option about that, it actually seems reasonable and closest to the way event-triggered measurement reporting is modelled. Then, it could remain FFS whether that state is modelled as a UE variable or not.
***************************************************************************************************************************
The UE shall:
1>  for each CHO-ConfigId within the VarCHO-Config:
2> consider the cell which has a physical cell identity matching the value indicated in the ServingCellConfigCommon in the received cho-RRCReconfig to be applicable cell;
2> for each measId included in the measIdList within VarMeasConfig indicated in the triggerCondition associated to CHO-ConfigId:
3>  if the entry condition(s) applicable for this event associated with the CHO-ConfigId, i.e. the event corresponding with the cho-eventId(s) of the corresponding cho-TriggerConfig within VarCHO-Config, is fulfilled for the applicable cells for all measurements after layer 3 filtering taken during the corresponding timeToTrigger defined for this event within the VarCHO-Config:
4> consider the event associated to that measId to be fulfilled;
3>  if the leaving condition(s) applicable for this event associated with the CHO-ConfigId, i.e. the event corresponding with the cho-eventId(s) of the corresponding cho-TriggerConfig within VarCHO-Config, is fulfilled for the applicable cells for all measurements after layer 3 filtering taken during the corresponding timeToTrigger defined for this event within the VarCHO-Config:
4> consider the event associated to that measId to be not fulfilled;
2> if execution/trigger conditions for all associated measId(s) within cho-TriggerConfig are fulfilled for all associated measId(s) in cho-TriggerConfig:):
4> consider the target cell candidate within the stored cho-RRCReconfig, associated to that CHO-ConfigId, as a triggered cell;
4> initiate the conditional handover execution, as specified in 5.3.5.x.5;
Editor’s Note: FFS whether we introduce a UE variable to model the fulfilment of an event.
***************************************************************************************************************************
[image: ]


Outcome of this issue in phase-2 of the email discussion
Until the day the paper has been finalized (Thrusday, 2020-02-03, CET 17h00) the situation was the following:
· 7 companies preferred option A;
· 4 companies preferred option B;

However:
· 8 companies found option B acceptable;
· While 4 companies found option A unacceptable;

Considering that there is one meeting left to complete CHO, and option B works and is scalable, we see no reason to keep spending time with that issue, and suggest moving forward with option B, unless proven that it does not work. 
[bookmark: _Toc32329338][bookmark: _Toc32504441]Introduce the abovementioned TP in the running CR.


Other allowed configurations
The issue we have identified with the agreement that says that all event combinations (i.e. A3+A5, A3+A3 and A5+A5) are supported relates to the usage of different TTT configurations e.g. one for A3 and one for A5. However, while it has been agreed that single RS type and measurement object are used when the same event is used for the two MeasID(s), there has not been a discussion if different measurement objects and/or RS types could be supported when event combinations are configured e.g.: A3 with measObject-1 AND A5 with measObject-2, A3 with RS type=SSB AND A5 with RS type=CSI-RS, etc. In our view, the whole framework should have bene simplified, but it seems most companies are eager to get their flexibility. In that sense, it seems the email discussions has concluded that these combinations are indeed feasible. 
[bookmark: _Toc32329339][bookmark: _Toc32504442]Confirm that different RS types in A3 + A5 combinations are supported.
[bookmark: _Toc32329340][bookmark: _Toc32504443]Confirm that different measurement object in A3 + A5 combinations are supported.

2.2	Restrictions to CHO-Config within RRCReconfiguration
In the second phase of the email discussion, companies were requested to provide their views on whether RAN2 should introduce restrictions in terms of network configurations for the following scenarios 1, 2 and 3.
Scenario-1 (source CHO configuration in target legacy HO command)
This scenario seems unclear in our view, and we will simply ignore it. 

Scenario-2 (target CHO configuration in target legacy HO command)
In this scenario the source gNB that request the HO to the target gNB via Xn may include measurement results possibly reported by the UE, as shown below: 
***************************************************************************************************************************
[bookmark: _Toc20426256][bookmark: _Toc29321653]–	HandoverPreparationInformation
This message is used to transfer the NR RRC information used by the target gNB during handover preparation or UE context retrieval, e.g. in case of resume or re-establishment, including UE capability information. This message is also used for transferring the information between the CU and DU.
Direction: source gNB/source RAN to target gNB or CU to DU.
HandoverPreparationInformation message
-- ASN1START
-- TAG-HANDOVER-PREPARATION-INFORMATION-START

HandoverPreparationInformation ::=      SEQUENCE {
    criticalExtensions                      CHOICE {
        c1                                      CHOICE{
            handoverPreparationInformation          HandoverPreparationInformation-IEs,
            spare3 NULL, spare2 NULL, spare1 NULL
        },
        criticalExtensionsFuture            SEQUENCE {}
    }
}

HandoverPreparationInformation-IEs ::=  SEQUENCE {
    ue-CapabilityRAT-List                   UE-CapabilityRAT-ContainerList,
    sourceConfig                            AS-Config                                       OPTIONAL, -- Cond HO
    rrm-Config                              RRM-Config                                      OPTIONAL,
    as-Context                              AS-Context                                      OPTIONAL,
    nonCriticalExtension                    SEQUENCE {}                                     OPTIONAL
}


[...] 
RRM-Config ::=              SEQUENCE {
    ue-InactiveTime             ENUMERATED {
                                    s1, s2, s3, s5, s7, s10, s15, s20,
                                    s25, s30, s40, s50, min1, min1s20, min1s40,
                                    min2, min2s30, min3, min3s30, min4, min5, min6,
                                    min7, min8, min9, min10, min12, min14, min17, min20,
                                    min24, min28, min33, min38, min44, min50, hr1,
                                    hr1min30, hr2, hr2min30, hr3, hr3min30, hr4, hr5, hr6,
                                    hr8, hr10, hr13, hr16, hr20, day1, day1hr12, day2,
                                    day2hr12, day3, day4, day5, day7, day10, day14, day19,
                                    day24, day30, dayMoreThan30}                            OPTIONAL,
    candidateCellInfoList       MeasResultList2NR                                           OPTIONAL,
    ...,
    [[
    candidateCellInfoListSN-EUTRA      MeasResultServFreqListEUTRA-SCG                      OPTIONAL
    ]]
}

-- TAG-HANDOVER-PREPARATION-INFORMATION-STOP
-- ASN1STOP
***************************************************************************************************************************

Possibly based on these measurements, a target gNB that supports CHO may want to configure an incoming UE with cho-Config, as it may configure anything else the UE supports e.g. bananas, apples, or whatever. It seems quite artificial to add this restriction to the RRC specifications and require the target gNB to issue another RRCReconfiguration after the UE performs random access and transmits the RRCReconfigurationComplete the target gNB i.e. a waste of signalling. 
 [image: ]

Scenario-3 (target CHO configuration in target CHO command i.e. cho-Config within target’s candidate RRCReconfiguration
In this scenario a gNB that supports CHO and receives a request from a source gNB to be a CHO target  candidate may want to configure a possibly incoming UE with cho-Config, as it may configure anything else the UE supports e.g. bananas, apples, or whatever. As previously, it seems quite artificial to add this restriction to the RRC specifications and require the target candidate gNB to issue another RRCReconfiguration if the UE performs random access and transmits the RRCReconfigurationComplete the target gNB i.e. a waste of signalling. 

[image: ]

In the second phase of the email discussion, rapporteur made some assessment for scenario 2, while ignoring scenario 3. We would like to clarify in the following table our views concerning their assessment:
	Rapporteur assessment of scenario 2
	Ericsson assessment of scenarios 2 and 3

	So far, RAN2 specification allows target include target CHO configuration in legacy HO command, but it may break 2 hop security principle since new NH may not be available during HO. That is the target can only include target CHO configuration in legacy HO command if new NH is available for this handover. 
	Rapporteur assessment does not seem accurate. In intra-gNb handovers, the procedure does not require key refresh. Hence, a target gNB could configure its neighbour cells without any security concern i.e. no need to add a network configuration restriction to cho-Config within RRCReconfiguration.

	It may also impact RAN3 procedure since the target needs to contact candidate cell during HO preparation procedure;

	Rapporteur assessment does not seem accurate. See comment about about intra-gNB handovers where that contact of target with target candidates is not needed. Even in the case of inter-gNB, the fact that an inter-node procedure is used is an implementation issue, without any RAN3 impact.

	It may also increase the HOF ratio since the HO delay will be increased if the CHO preparation is done during HO preparation procedure. 

	Rapporteur assessment does not seem accurate. See comment about about intra-gNB handovers where that contact of target with target candidates is not needed. Even in the case of inter-gNB, the fact that an inter-node procedure is used is an implementation issue, and is not acceptable that RAN2 introduces restrictions to network configuration under the assumption of a stupid network implementation.

	The only benefit is to avoid CHO based failure handling for normal HO failure if we do not change current RAN2 spec.  

	Rapporteur assessment does not seem accurate. In our view this is simply a target gNB that wants to configure whatever to an incoming UE.



[bookmark: _Toc32329343][bookmark: _Toc32504444]RAN2 will not add restrictions to cho-Config inclusion in RRCReconfiguration.
2.3	Modification procedure of CHO configuration(s)
As indicated in the email discussion, the following has been agreed: 
HO execution condition can be updated by modifying the existing CHO configuration, Target cell configuration can be updated by modifying the existing CHO configuration.

For each CHO target candidate, the CHO configuration (i.e. each element of CHO-ConfigToAddModList) contains:
· A configuration identifier (cho-ConfigId-r16 of IE CHO-ConfigId-r16);
· Pointer(s) to measId(s) for execution conditions to be monitored (cho-ExecutionCond-r16 of IE SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..2)) OF MeasId);
· Target’s candidate configuration (cho-RRCReconfig-r16 OCTET STRING (CONTAINING RRCReconfiguration));

[bookmark: _Hlk32234582]In the modification procedure of a CHO configuration, there is no question that cho-ConfigId-r16 is a mandatory field used for indicating to the UE which configuration is to be removed, modified or added. However, for the cho-ExecutionCond and cho-RRCReconfig both could be OPTIONAL with the following behaviours:
· i) Replace the stored values with the newly received values; 
· ii) Apply some kind of delta signalling;
The modification of an execution/trigger condition in CHO configuration is something that could be performed by source without necessarily involving the target candidates, if it does not modify the UE’s current configuration (except CHO related configuration). Hence, it should be possible to modify the trigger conditions without necessarily modifying the stored RRCReconfiguration associated to that target candidate. In our view, this could be achieved by possibly making the dedicated RRCReconfiguration in the modification procedure absent, and upon that, the UE replaces the measurement identifier and maintains the previously stored RRCReconfiguration. That would avoid the source node having to store the RRCReconfiguration prepared by each target candidate if the source wants to modify the execution condition only.
The modification of the target candidate RRCReconfiguration is something that would typically be driven by a source gNodeB that wants to modify the UE’s current configuration. If the target candidate to be modified is a candidate in the same node as the source node, the source gNodeB can include the parameters for the source re-configuration and the CHO modification parameters (within CondReconfigurationToAddModList, or any IE with any other weird name) in the same message. In our view, this is the scenario where the modification of the RRCReconfiguration is perhaps easiest to be applied as there is no risk of race conditions. In a previous email discussion, companies agreed that when CHO configuration and updated source configuration are sent in the same RRC message, CHO configuration can be delta configuration based on the updated source configuration. Hence, if CHO configuration can be delta based on the UE’s new current configuration, if a RRCReconfiguration for a target candidate is included (e.g. in an entry of CondReconfigurationToAddModList) in the modification procedure that should replace the previously stored value. 
[bookmark: _Toc32329341][bookmark: _Toc32504445]The field cho-RRCReconfig is OPTIONAL with Need Code S. If cho-RRCReconfig is present, the stored value is replaced by new value. If cho-RRCReconfig is absent, the stored value is used.
It seems from [108#66][LTE NR Mob] that all companies agree with that approach. And, it was suggested that this is captured as follows in the running CR:
***************************************************************************************************************************
	CHO-ConfigToAddMod field descriptions

	cho-ExecutionCond
The execution condition that needs to be fulfilled in order to trigger the execution of a conditional handover.

	cho-RRCReconfig
The RRCReconfiguration message to be applied when the condition(s) are fulfilled. The field is mandatory present for the first time the network configures cho-RRCReconfig for the candidate cell, Otherwise, it is optionally present. The UE shall use stored value if the field is absent. 



***************************************************************************************************************************
A first issue we have observed in current text is the term “first time”, which in our view is very ambiguous. The term “first time” could mean anything e.g. first time the UE turns on, first time in a given transition from idle/inactive to connected, first time the UE is being used in a PLMN, first time ever that candidate cell is being added for the whole network, and/or for that particular UE, etc. In our view, what we really mean is that the field is included every time a new CHO configuration of a target cell I added i.e. when cho-ConfigId is being added to the UE’s configuration. Or, in other words: it does not make sense for a network implementation to include cho-Config associated to a new cho-ConfigId (i.e. that is not stored at the UE), without including a cho-RRCReconfig.
A second issue we have observe in current text is that UE requirements were captured as a field description. In our view that is not very good practice, especially when parts of the procedure using the field have a clear UE behaviour in RRC, see 5.3.5.x.3 Conditional handover configuration (CHO-Config) addition/modification. The procedure 5.3.5.x.3 defines the UE behaviour when the field is present, so it seems logical to also capture the behaviour when the field is absent.
The following update is suggested:
***************************************************************************************************************************
5.3.5.x.3	Conditional handover configuration (CHO-Config) addition/modification
For each CHO-ConfigId received in the cho-ConfigToAddModList IE the UE shall:
1>	if an entry with the matching CHO-ConfigId exists in the cho-ConfigToAddModList within the VarCHO-Config:
2> replace the entry with the value received for this CHO-ConfigId;
[bookmark: _Hlk31971012]2> if the entry entry in cho-ConfigToAddModList does not include an cho-RRCReconfig;
3> keep the stored cho-RRCReconfig as the target candidate configuration for this CHO-ConfigId;
1>	else:
2> add a new entry for this CHO-ConfigId within the VarCHO-Config;
1>	perform conditional handover monitoring as specified in 5.3.5.x.4;
[…]
	CHO-ConfigToAddMod field descriptions

	cho-ExecutionCond
The execution condition that needs to be fulfilled in order to trigger the execution of a conditional handover.

	cho-RRCReconfig
The RRCReconfiguration message to be applied when the condition(s) are fulfilled. The field is mandatory present for when a cho-ConfigId is being added. Otherwise, when the CHO configuration associated to a cho-ConfigId is being modified it is optionally present and the UE keepsuses the stored value if the field is absent. 



***************************************************************************************************************************
The email discussion did not address a similar issue for cho-ExecutionCond. Therein, the simplest solution is that the inclusion of the field during a modification procedure leads to the replacement of the field (e.g. replacing measId=3 by measId=5, where these IDs refer to different trigger conditions). Network may decide to change the trigger conditions for a given CHO, RS type, which could be done by replacing a configured measId by a new measurement configuration. As that measId is a reference/pointer to a measurement configuration, network could choose to modify the measurement configuration associated to a given measId (e.g. modifying the associated reportConfig and/or measObject). A similar discussion is if the field is OPTIONAL or MANDATORY. Making the field OPTIONAL would allow the network to save some signalling when modifying a CHO configuration (e.g. cho-RRCReconfig) without the need to modify trigger conditions. One could specify that if the field is absent the UE uses the previously stored value associated to that configuration identifier (another alternative would be to consider the field as mandatory).The field cho-ExecutionCond is OPTIONAL with Need Code S.
[bookmark: _Toc32329342][bookmark: _Toc32504446]The field cho-ExecutionCond is OPTIONAL with Need Code S. If cho-ExecutionCond is present, the stored value is replaced by new value. If cho-ExecutionCond is absent, the stored value is used.
4	Conclusion
In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	The sentence “while the first triggered event (TTT expires first) still satisfy entry condition” is ambiguous.
Observation 2	Proposed TP lacks a clear definition of a state of fulfilment for a given event (i.e. for a given measId.
Observation 3	Proposed TP is not future proof if more than 2 measId(s) are to be added in further releases.

Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	An event is considered to be fulfilled if all measurements after L3 filtering satisfy the entry condition during TTT1.
Proposal 2	If the leaving condition is fulfilled the entry condition of an event is considered to be non-fulfilled.
Proposal 3	CHO is executed if all events are considered fulfilled.
Proposal 4	Introduce the abovementioned TP in the running CR.
Proposal 5	Confirm that different RS types in A3 + A5 combinations are supported.
Proposal 6	Confirm that different measurement object in A3 + A5 combinations are supported.
Proposal 7	RAN2 will not add restrictions to cho-Config inclusion in RRCReconfiguration.
Proposal 8	The field cho-RRCReconfig is OPTIONAL with Need Code S. If cho-RRCReconfig is present, the stored value is replaced by new value. If cho-RRCReconfig is absent, the stored value is used.
Proposal 9	The field cho-ExecutionCond is OPTIONAL with Need Code S. If cho-ExecutionCond is present, the stored value is replaced by new value. If cho-ExecutionCond is absent, the stored value is used.
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]
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